SIARGER JOHNSON McCOLLO^^ 



05/10/04 14:50 FAX 5032744i!f2 BiARGER JOHNSON McCOLLOI^^ (glOOS 



REMARKS 

Clatas 1-20 were p«rfi„g fa u,e appli,:.a„„ prior « rtis acioa Tic Exarrriner 

P. No. 6.334.056B,).T^eE,.„faer.eJ„,sc,atas2-8a.,<, ,0-20 under 35 U.S.C. TlOaCa) 

«be,„g unpatentable overHolmea in view ofNevo.xe,alCU.S.5.661,806A). 
The applicants amend claims 1, 9, and 16. 

The application remains with claims 1-20. 

The applicants add no new matter and request reconsideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §102 and § 103 

Claim recites an access point. ..to authenticate the tireless device without going 
through the fireman. Claim 9 :^ites access means... to authenticate the tireless means 
^^rhoutgoingthroughtheJire^aUmeans. Claim 16 recites v./^.,^^ ^,,„, 
.nhout going through a fireball means. In each instance, the system validates the wireless 
dev.ce and/or access point without going through the firewall since the access point and. thus 
the wireless device, are coupled directly to the wired LAN as shown in Figure 2 Put 
differently, the access point need not be authenticated by the firewall to gain access to the 
wired LAN since it is directly coupled to the wired LAN and need only seek authentication 
by the separate authenticating server .without going through the fireball. TTiis allows the 
wn-eless LAN to be integral to the wired LAN educing cost and installation labor as well as 
improvmg access speed as we describe in the application's specification. 

Holmes, on the other hand, discloses a system in which "all traffic to and from the 
intranet passes through this fi^wall" 32. Holmes, column 4, lines 14-15. Holmes discloses a 
system m which the firewall identifies the incoming URL as coming from a known ^^dreless 
provider. Holmes, column 5. lines 3-10. In short. Hohnes discloses a system in which all 
traffic must pass through the firewall 32 for initial authentication since it is integral to the 
louter 30 alleged by the Examiner as disclosmg the access point recited. The Examiner 
camiot identify the router 30 as authenticating the wireless device (or means) without going 
through the fireball when the firewall 32 embedded in the router 30 is the device actually 
performing the authentication as described in e.g.. column 4, lines 4-18. 

Claim 1 recites an authentication server... to provide the operator ^ith access to the 
-^red LAN after authenticating the access point, the M>ireless device, and the operator without 
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going through the firey^alL Claims 9 and 1 6 include similar limitations. As before, the claims 
recite that authentication occurs at an authentication seiver distinct from and without going 
through the firewall. In contrast, Holmes discloses a system in which all traffic moves, at least 
temporarily, through the firewall 32 embedded in the router 30. 

Even if Holmes' server 34 discloses the recited authentication server -an untenable 
position as we describe above-, the server 34 does not authenticate the access point, the 
wireless device. «„rfthe wireless operator as recited in claims 1. 9. and 16. Rather, the server 34 
only authenticates the wireless operator by requesting a valid user id and password. Holmes 
Figure 3 and column 5. lines 13-26. 



Conclusion 

The applicants request reconsideration and allowance of all claims. The applicants 
encourage the Examiner to telephone the undersigned at (503) 222-3613 if it appeal^ that an 
interview would be helpful in advancing the case. 

Respectfully submitted, 

MARdiR JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 
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MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM PC 
1 030 SW Morrison Street 
Portland, OR 97205 
(503) 222-3613 
Customer No. 20575 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being 
transmitted to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
via facsimiJe number (703) 872-9306. on May 10 
2004. ' ' 
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